A selection of articles presented in Nantes (France) at the first edition of WONV (Workshop on Non-Market Valuation) will be published in a special issue of Revue d'Economie Politique. In this introductory article, we provide an overview of the articles involving French institutions that were published between 2002 and 2013. We find that (a) the number of published articles tends to increase, (b) stated preferences preference methods are more often employed than revealed preference methods and (c) recreational/landscape goods are the most valued goods.
Introduction
Many French universities have been active in the field of non-market valuation over the past two decades including the University of Aix-Marseille, Bordeaux, Lyon, Montpellier, Nantes, Paris, Rennes, Rouen, Strasbourg, Toulouse and Versailles. Several institutes have also been active in this field, including the French National Institute for Agricultural Research (INRA), the National Center for Scientific Research (CNRS), and the National Research Institute of Science and Technology for Environment and Agriculture (IRSTEA).
A few "workshops" 1 have been organized in France. Some focused on a specific method. For instance, the Contingent Valuation (CV) was the main focus of the workshops organized in Marseille in 1997 2 and 2003, and Paris in 2007 in memory of Brigitte Desaigues who greatly contributed to the use and development of this method in France. On the other hand, some workshops focused on a specific good, like the workshop in Nancy in 2006 on forestry valuation. Finally, some workshops focused on policy applications. The French Ministry of Ecology, Sustainable Development and Energy organizes annual workshops on non-market valuation, which involves a large audience, including policy makers and people working in the private sector. The first edition was organized in 2010 shortly after the principle of "ecological prejudice" ("prejudice écologique") was recognized. The third issue was devoted to the use of these methods by policy makers and highlighted the need to improve the reliability of these methods 3 .
A series of annual Workshops On Non-Market Valuation (WONV) will be conducted in France in an attempt to (i) create a network of researchers that will meet every year (including worldwide experts) and (ii) provide a forum for dissemination of high quality papers presenting recent developments in theoretical and empirical analysis in the field of nonmarket valuation. This series of workshops will involve both stated preference methods, including the CV and the Choice Experiment (CE) methods, and revealed preference methods, including the Travel Cost (TC) and the Hedonic Pricing (HP) methods. In addition, it will not focus on a specific type of non-market good (environment, agriculture, health, transport, education, etc…) . Besides, the workshops will be research oriented. To this end, collaboration with academic journals will be encouraged. Special issues will be published, as was the case after the CV workshop in -The number of published articles is higher in France than in Italy, but is lower than in England, Germany, Spain and Sweden. -The number of CV studies is comparable in France to Sweden and Germany, but the number of CE is much lower.
Construction of the database for France
Firstly, we used the search tool provided by the ISI Web of Knowledge website (see Laurans et al. [2013 for a similar procedure]). We found that 132 articles matched the three following criteria: 1) the expressions "contingent valuation", "choice experiment", "travel cost", and/or "hedonic pricing" appear in the title, abstract and/or the keywords list 8 , 2) the term "France" Secondly, we browsed the articles to exclude papers involving no empirical application, mainly discussion papers (Luchini [2002] ), guidelines ), review (Faburel [2009] ) and simulation papers (Aprahamian et al. [2008] ). We also excluded papers which were not related to non-market valuation. We obtained 77 articles.
Thirdly, we asked the authors of the articles we browsed if they knew other references, since most of the French journals are not referenced in ISI Web of Knowledge (e.g. Revue économique). We also used google scholar to find some of the missing references. For instance, we entered the expressions: "France" and "évaluation contingente" ("contingent valuation") in the search tool bar. In total, we obtained 63 new references, which resulted in a final sample of 143 articles.
Fourthly, for each of these 143 papers, we identified the good valued, the method used (CV, CE, TC and HP) and the elicitation question employed (for CV only). A couple of papers used several methods or elicitation questions. For instance, Dachary-Bernard and Rambonilaza ([2012] ) employed both CE and the CV methods to value a landscape (Monts d'Arrée).
Evolution of the number of published articles
8 Papers using the production function method (Abildtrup et al. [2013b , Fiquepron et al. [2013 ) were not considered. 
Type of method
The results are similar between the two periods: most of the empirical applications are based on stated preference methods rather than on revealed preference methods (72.5% and 77.67% of the applications in periods 1 and 2 respectively). In stated preference studies, CV is the most popular approach; while in revealed preference studies, HP is the most popular procedure (see Figure 2 ). 
Types of goods
Again, the results are similar between the two periods: the good valued is related to the environment in 65.0% of the articles in period 1 and 61.2% of the articles in period 2. Other goods are mainly related to health. Figure 3 illustrates the types of environmental goods that are valued: goods or services related to recreation and/or landscape are the most valued goods. 
Methodological issues for CV
The most employed elicitation approaches for CV studies are in order: the Open-Ended (OE) question (n=22), the Double-Bounded Dichotomous Choice (DBDC) (n=17), the Payment Card (PC) (n=14), the Single-Bounded Dichotomous Choice (SBDC) (n=11), the Two-Way Payment Ladder (TWPL) 11 (n=7), the dichotomous choice with several follow-up dichotomous choice questions, hereafter called Multiple Dichotomous Choice (MDC) as opposed to the DBDC and SDBC) (n=6), the Vickrey Auction (VA) (n=3) and the Randomized Card Sorting (RCS) 12 (n=1).
OE is the most employed format, despite its shortcomings. However, OE is seldom used alone: it is often compared with other formats, or combined with them. For instance, Amigues et al. [2002] ) compared OE and SBDC, while Garcia et al. [2009] ) combined these two formats. Furthermore, OE presents some advantages over the other formats, such as the avoidance of the anchoring effect (Andersson [2013] ). Finally, the use of OE is relatively stable over years: in each of the two considered periods (2002-2007 and 2008-2013) , it is employed in 11 studies.
11 TWPL is a variant of the PL in which the respondents are faced with a series of ordered amounts and they indicate all the amounts they are sure they would pay, the amounts they are sure they would not pay; and the amounts they are unsure about. 12 Individual amounts are written on separate cards. The cards are shuffled and are randomly drawn one at a time. The respondent is asked to sort them into one of three categories: amounts they are sure they would pay; amounts they are sure they would not pay; and amounts they are unsure about. Many CV studies consider methodological issues, such as the hypothetical bias (Jacquemet et al. [2013] ), the uncertainty over the WTP (Luchini and Watson [2013] (Bonnieux and Carpentier [2007] ) or the experimental design ).
Journals
When excluding "Revue d'Economie Politique", the most popular journals are, in order, "Environmental and Resource Economics" (n=10), "Economie et statistique" (n=9), "Revue d'Economie Régionale et Urbaine" (n=9), "Ecological Economics" (n=8), "Health Economics" (n=5), "Revue d'Etudes en Agriculture et Environnement" (n=5) and "Revue Economique" (n=4).
Every two or three years, CNRS rates a large set of economics and/or management journals. Each of the selected journals is rated from 1 to 4, where 1 is the highest score and 4 is the lowest score. Some specialized journals (e.g. Journal of Forest Economics) are not included in this rating. 
Comparison between countries
We compare England, France, Germany, Italy, Spain and Sweden, in a systematic review using ISI Web of knowledge. Firstly, we focus on the type of method and choose the following criteria for the articles selection: 1) the expressions "contingent valuation", "choice experiment," "travel cost," and/or "hedonic pricing" appear in the title, abstract and/or the keywords list, 2) the term "England", "France", "Germany", "Italy", "Spain" and "Sweden" appears in the affiliation (or co-affiliation) address of at least one of the authors, and 3) the article has been published between January 2002 and December 2013, 4) the journal belongs to the "Web of Knowledge" category "Economics". Criterion 4) contributes to exclude studies that have nothing to do with non-market valuation 15 . Table 1 shows that the number of published articles is higher in France than in Italy, but is lower than in England, Germany, Spain and Sweden. Results also suggest that CV is the most popular approach in every 15 We did not browse the articles Secondly, we consider the type of good to be valued by adding a criterion: the expressions related to the type of good (e.g., "air") must appear in the title, abstract and/or the keywords list. Results suggest that there are differences between countries. For instance, only one study is found to be related to "water" for France, while six studies are found for Germany. Thirdly, we consider the methodological issues that are tackled in the CV studies. Among other things, results suggest that the research activity on the anchoring effect is active in France. Keywords: "contingent valuation" AND "hypothetical bias" 6 6 0 3 9 8 "anchor" OR "anchoring" OR "starting point" 7 3 1 5 2 9
"uncertain" OR "uncertainty" 6 4 3 7 11 11 "protest" 3 5 2 2 0 6 "willingness to accept" AND "willingness to pay" 
